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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 
1. Applicant's response filed 07/15/2005 includes the corrections to claim 1, Fig. 4 and the 
proposed changes are approved by the examiner; cancellation of claims 2 and 5; amended claims 
1,3-4, and 6; and added the new claim 7, 



Response to Arguments 
2. Applicant's arguments filed 07/15/2005 have been fially considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Rejection under 35 USC 102 (b) 
Applicant argues that Yokogaw^a (5,225,981) does not teach that the string of 
predetermined typical conceptual categories exist in the sequence of the conceptual categories. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. Yokogawa does teach predetermined translated sentences that 
replace the pattern and the "generating a pattern of predetermined translated sentence 
corresponding to the string of the conceptual categories to replace the pattern of the 
predetermined translated sentence with translated words corresponding to the original 
morphemes..", Yokogawa, in Figs. 3, 6-7 and 9 teach updating and storing, in which 
predetermined or stored words correspond to the original morphemes or rules. 

Applicant argues that Yokogawa does not teach a translator method and system using "a 
relationship between the conceptual categories and the morphemes contained therein". Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Yokogawa, in Fig. 3 1, teaches conceptual categories and morphemes or 
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mles that relate the categories with the part of speech when making entries such as, city, Mr., 
Station, and Walter (name). 

Rejection under 3 5USC 103 (a) 

Applicant argues that Yokogawa does not teach vocabulary file, however, Yokogawa 
does teach a dictionary file (col. 16 lines 5 1-59). 

Applicant argues that Yokogawa and Takeda do not teach or suggest a translation method 
or system where "at least one of the vocabulary information file, first table and second table is 
defined or set by a user" (claims 3 and 6) and the translation is executed in accordance with" a 
relationship between the conceptual categories and the morphemes contained therein" and "pair 
of the string of the predetermined translated sentence and the predetermined translated word 
corresponding to the morpheme" (claims 1 and 4 upon which claims 3 and 6 depend, 
respectfully). Examiner respectfully disagrees. Yokogawa does teach vocabulary files, col. 16 
lines 51-59, first and second tables defined by the user, via a retrieval dictionary which is 
necessarily defined by the user, thus the tables are defined by the user which is why the system 
can be updated, col. 14 lines 45-67; Yokogawa defines a relationship between the conceptual 
categories and the morphemes contained therein, col. 16 lines 51-59 and pair of the string of the 
predetermined translated sentence and the predetermined translated word corresponding to the 
morpheme in col. 16 Hnes 51-59, col. 22 lines 15-35 and col. 10 lines 45-55 and Figs. 3, 6-7,9 
and 11. 

In response to appUcant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
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suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and reJoA/e^, 958 F,2d 347,21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, with regards to claims 3 and 6, one of ordinary skill at the time of invention to have 
Yokogawa's Language analyzer be supplemented by the user defined option taught by Takeda 
because this would allow the a significant advantage that such a system can easily be customized 
because the user can define translations patterns easily, as taught by Takeda, col. 1 Unes 40-46. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
1. Claims 1, 4, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Yokogawa (US Patent 5,225,98 1). 

As per claims 1 and 4, Yokogawa et al. teach: 

original inputting means for inputting an original to be translated (input section, 
Figure 2, element 1010) original inputted by the original inputting means (morpheme parsing 
section, fig.2, element 1016) morphological analyzing means for dividing a sequence of 
morphemes from the converting means for converting the morphemes to conceptual categories 
(numerical figure numerical figure" means "year", col 53, Lines 4-5) to be output 
- typical verifying means (counter n that counts the number of dictionary reference 
units of matching upon retrieving a succession of dictionary reference units" implies that 
if n=0, no match occurs, and for n>^l, a match occurs, coI53, lines 30-43, col. 54, Lines 
49-53) for verifying whether or not a string of predetermined typical conceptual 
categories (matching table, fig 53, element 7128) exists in a sequence of the conceptual 
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categories outputted from the converting means (.126 Jan., '80*' are matched with 

"cardinal number, month year" in the matching table 7128, col. 55 Lines 25-27). 

a replacing means for generating a pattern of a predetermined translated 

sentence corresponding to the string of the conceptual categories to replace the pattern 

of the predetermined translated sentence (structure transformation section 7024 

prepares a corresponding Japanese structure tree from the structure tree which is an 

intermediate English structure and transforms it into a Japanese-underlying structure 

from which a Japanese sentence can be translated, col. 51, lines 40-44 ) with translated words 

corresponding to the original morphemes of the conceptual categories 

constituting the pattern of the translated sentence, when the string of predetermined 

typical conceptual categories exists in the sequence of the conceptual categories as 

determined by the typical sentence verifying means. 

- lastly, to implement a method in a computer system necessarily implies a method of storage. 

As to claim 7, Yokogawa et al. teach: 
a method of automatically translating an original text (Abstract), comprising: 

- linking a string of predetermined conceptual categories with morphemes contained therein and 
a pattern of predetermined translated sentences corresponding to the string (col. 10 lines 44-55 
and Figs. 29 and 31); 

- converting a sequence of morphemes of the original text to conceptual categories (Figs. 29 and 
31) and determining whether the string of the predetermined conceptual categories exists in the 
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converted conceptual categories (Figs. 8C-9 and 31; highest degree match applied to strings 
which are saved and seen in the predetermined conceptual categories of Fig. 31); 
- generating a pattern of a translated sentence for a string of the conceptual categories (Abstract 
and Fig. 31) and replacing the pattern of the translated sentence with translated words 
corresponding to the sequence of morphemes of the translated sentence in accordance with the 
linkage upon determining that the string of the predetermined typical conceptual categories exists 
in the converted conceptual categories (col. 10 lines 44-55 and Figs. 8C-9 and 3 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
2. Claims 3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yokogawa (US Patent 5,225,981), as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Takeda et al (US 
patent 5,895,446), 

As to claims 3 and 6, Yokogawa teach the automatic translator (English to Japanese 
automatize translation device, col. 10 lines 21-28 and Abstract) and a necessary computer 
readable medium wherein at least one of the vocabulary information file (dictionary file, col. 16 
lines 51-59). 

Yokogawa does not explicitly teach that the vocabulary information file is defined or set 
by a user. 

However, Takeda et al. teach a vocabulary information file defined or set by the user a 
translation system the can be easily customized by the user (col. 1, hnes 42-44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of invention to 
have Yokogawa's Language analyzer be supplemented by the user defined option taught by 
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Takeda because this would allow the a significant advantage that such a system can easily be 
customized because the user can define translations patterns easily, as taught by Takeda, col. 1 
lines 40-46. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Myriam Pierre whose telephone number is 571-272-761 1. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's supervisor, 
Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571-272-7602. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
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